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1. Basic Documents 

The Committee used as the basts of its discvssions: 

( 1) The Secretariat classtfication of 19!~9 (E/CN .4/Sub .2/85); 

(2) The Sub-Co:rnmission~'s own reports, notably that of its third 

session; 

(3) The replies from goverrunonts distriouted to the Suo-Commission 

in the .series E/CN .4/Sub .2/122 and. addenda. 

2. Purpose of Classification 

The Committee reearded the purpose of classi:ficatL)n as now beine:; 

narrower than thn.t envi.sac:ed 1-1hen the Secretarj at prepared its study in 

1949. It attempted only "classification for purpases of protection "by the 

United Nations", and sour;ht to classify only (i,roups "vrhich posseBs and Hish 

to preserve stable ethnic, reli(sicms or lint,uistic characteristics''. 

Its aim in seekinc; to classify these was: 

(1) to clarify the ~onception of a minorHy; 

(2) "to assist c:;overnments in replyinc: to any enquiry on minorities" 

(Resolution D of 1950); and 

(3) as a more remote tarc;et, to assist in solving any "complications 

and disac;reements" to vrhicn n demand for the status of a minorHy 

needing protection mir~ht give rise (R~;solution G of 1950). 

3. Con:fl].ctinr; Aspects of Cl~r~cjficatton 

During its search, in the replies from governments, for enumeration of 

types of croups meriting inclusion in its classification, the Co:rnmittee 
/became 
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becarr..e im.p::>esscd at the nu:r1ber o:f 'state.s which, though they contain group~ whicl':. 

possess an1i. preserve special characteristics, are us inc their best endeavours 

te> fulfil the desires of the gr01.rps. in question. 

The Committee was of the opinion that it is the duty of the Sub-Commission 

to ap::_:llaud and encourage the solution of minor~_ty problems by these domestic 

means. It felt, equally, that the Sub-Cownission should not propose any action 

that ro.sht hamper ~overnments that are doing their best for the minorities 

within their jurisdi.ction. It feared that one effect of establishing a 

detailed classification m'ie;ht be to induce groups who are at present contented 

and well-i,reated to apply - from some irrelevant motive such as self-importance 

fGr an international status and special privileges. The United Nations must 

not create minority consciousness. 

At the san:e time it is the clear duty of the Sub-Commission to provide an 

international recourse for minorities who genuinely need. it. Duty pulls both 

vmys. But, on bab.l).ce, the· Gommi_ttee felt that the rie:ht moment at which to 

classify was.upon receipt of applications for help, 

4. Recc:m:rrendation ---·--
The Ccmmi ttee therefore recc::mnends the Sub-Commission: 

(1) To recoc:nize that, in the Hght of the repUes received from 

govEJrnments under resolution 303 F' (XI) of the Economic ah\i Soci:?.l 

Council, the icteal method of settling minority px8blems is by internal 

legts.lation and practice. 

( 2) To express its satisfaction that so meny G·overnn:ents are using thei:;_~ 

best endeavours to this end. 

(3) To refrain from class:fyinc minorities, in e;reater detail than that 

affcrd.ed by its defi-:.1i tion of minorities unti-l it is knowri vho desires 

and applies for international help. 




